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Where  Are  We  Heading? 

CARTER  ON  HUMAN  RIGHTS  AND  THE  ARMS  RACE 


Pres.  Jimmy  Carter  has  made  two  long-time  FCNL  concerns  major  emphases  of  his  fledgling  administration  —  human  rights  and  steps  to 
end  the  arms  race.  There  is  now  widespread  confusion  about  his  policies.  After  only  three  months  in  office,  it  is  impossible  to  draw  any  con¬ 
clusions.  Instead,  we  suggest  the  following  interim  balance  sheet  as  you  follow  events  in  the  months  ahead. 

ARMS  RACE 


In  Moscow,  Sec.  Vance,  on  behalf  of  the 
Carter  Administration,  made  a  major  new 
SALT  proposal,  and  also  laid  on  the  table  a 
fall-back  position  to  defer  decision  on  the 
Soviet  Backfire  bomber  and  the  US  cruise 
missile.  The  Soviets  quickly  rejected  both. 
How  should  one  judge  such  current  US 
policies? 

•  Disclosure.  When  the  first  SALT 
agreement  was  finally  reached  in  1  972,  the 
Nixon  Administration  was  criticized  for 
secret  negotiations  which  required  an  ill-in- 
formed  Congress  to  deal  with  a  complex 
and  controversial  agreement.  Carter's 
openness  has  also  been  criticized. 
Ultimately  the  public  and  Congress  must 
approve  any  agreement;  advance 
knowledge  and  participation  where  ap¬ 
propriate,  therefore,  seems  essential. 

•  Continue  or  Cutback?  In  1974  at 
Vladivostok,  Ford  and  Brezhnev  agreed  in 
principle  to  limit  each  nation  to  2400 
strategic  missiles  and  bombers,  and  that 
1320  missiles  on  each  side  could  have 
multiple  warheads.  It  was  an  agreement  to 
"cap”  the  arms  race  by  permitting  missile 
construction  only  up  to  a  certain  agreed 
point.  At  Moscow,  Carter  proposed  to 
reduce  the  2400  ceiling  to  between  1  800 
and  2000  weapons  and  to  cut  the  1320 
multiple  warhead  missiles  limit  to  between 
1 1 00  and  1  200.  The  Carter  proposal  seeks 
an  agreement  resulting  in  the  actual 
destruction  of  existing  weapons  —  a 
welcome,  even  radical,  departure  from  re¬ 
cent  "arms  control"  arrangements. 

•  Fairness.  "Under  the  Carter  proposal 
the  US  could  keep  its  present  arsenal  nearly 
intact,  while  the  Soviets  would  have  to 
scrap  hundreds  of  strategic  weapons,"  re¬ 
ported  Don  Oberdorfer  of  the  Washington 
Post  April  2.  The  US  arsenal  has  some 
2128  land-  and  sea-based  missiles  and 
bombers,  while  the  Soviets  have  2540 
such  strategic  weapons.  The  US  proposal 
to  limit  supermissiles  to  1 50  on  a  side 


would  hurt  the  Soviets  more;  they  have 
308;  the  US  has  none.  The  US  also  pro¬ 
posed  that  neither  side  have  more  than 
550  land-based  multiple  warhead  missiles. 
The  Soviets  have  concentrated  on  such 
missiles  and  plan  to  have  twice  that  num¬ 
ber.  The  US  has  550  such  land-based 
missiles,  but  many  more  submarine- 
launched  missiles. 

The  Soviet  Union  wants  to  limit  the  US 
cruise  missile,  capable  of  flying  long  dis¬ 
tances  and  striking  targets  with  great  ac¬ 
curacy,  a  weapon  where  the  US  leads. 
Carter  would  ban  such  missiles  with  a 
range  of  some  2000  miles  or  more,  but  not 
shorter  range  cruise  missiles. 

Realistically,  the  Carter  proposal  can  only 
be  viewed  as  an  opening  round  offer,  not 
an  arrangement  the  Soviets  could  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  accept  immediately  or  after  long 
negotiations. 

•  Initiatives.  More  progress  toward  dis¬ 
armament  may  come  by  example  than  by 
agreement.  Carter  could; 


Jobs  and  Military  Spending 

"I  believe  that  in  the  long  run,  our 
own  economy  and  the  world  peace 
will  be  enhanced  by  shifting  pro¬ 
duction  and  expenditure  of  funds 
to  other  services  or  goods.  .  .  . 
When  you  look  at  it  on  a  job/cost 
ratio  basis,  how  many  jobs  do  you 
get  for  a  million  dollars  spent?  One 
of  the  most  inefficient  industries  is 
the  defense  weapons  industry.  .  .  . 
When  you  spend  money  for 
defense,  you  don't  spend  it  on 
education  or  health  or  other  ser¬ 
vices  or  goods.  And  I  think  the  shift 
away  from  weapons  toward 
peaceful  goods  and  services  in  the 
long  run  is  favorable  for  world 
peace,  and  also  you  get  more  jobs 
per  dollar  spent." 

Pres.  Carter,  March  4,  1977 


•  halt  research  and  development  of  the 
MX  mobile  missile; 

•  end  the  B-1  bomber  program; 

•  stop  production  of  further  material  for 
nuclear  weapons; 

•  phase  out  US  land-based  missiles, 
usable  only  for  a  first  strike  in  a  nuclear 
war; 

•  cut  US  arms  sales  abroad  significantly 

HUMAN  RIGHTS 

The  Carter  Administration  record  on 
human  rights  will  be  built  on  the  hard  deci¬ 
sions,  not  popular  criticism  of  the  Soviet 
Union's  treatment  of  dissidents  or  of  Idi 
Amin  in  Uganda.  By  this  test,  how  does  the 
Administration's  balance  sheet  look  now? 

On  the  plus  side:  •  Carter,  building  on 
previous  Congressional  action,  took  the 
unprecedented  step  in  February  of  ending 
military  aid  to  Uruguay  and  cutting  it  to 
Argentina  and  Ethiopia  on  human  rights 
grounds 

•  In  a  major  UN  speech  March  1  7  Carter 
indicated  his  intention  to  sign  the  UN  Cove¬ 
nant  on  Economic,  Social,  and  Cultural 
Rights  and  the  UN  Covenant  on  Civil  and 
Political  Rights.  He  also  indicated  Adminis¬ 
tration  support  for  the  Genocide  Conven¬ 
tion  and  the  Treaty  for  the  Elimination  of  All 
Forms  of  Racial  Discrimination,  both  signed 
by  Presidents  but  not  yet  acted  upon  by  the 
Senate.  On  April  14,  he  supported  the 
American  Convention  on  Human  Rights 
(see  the  December  Newsletter). 

•  Carter  is  receiving  criticism  from  other 
governments  as  a  result  of  release  of 
human  rights  reports  on  82  nations  which 
receive  US  security  assistance.  The  reports 
were  required  by  Congress  last  year  and 
prepared  by  the  State  Department  under 
Pres.  Ford.  Though  the  reports  are 
generally  bland,  some  governments  are 
taking  exception  to  any  US  comments  on 
what  are  deemed  internal  affairs.  El 
Salvador,  Uruguay,  Argentina,  and 
Guatemala  withdrew  from  the  US  military 
aid  program  as  a  result.  Further,  Brazil 

(continued  on  page  4) 
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Prices  and  Rural  Poverty 


Rural  poverty,  whether  domestic  or  inter¬ 
national,  rarely  has  a  single  cause  or  solu¬ 
tion.  However,  prices  received  by  farmers 
for  their  produce,  especially  compared  to 
the  cost  of  the  things  they  buy,  are  almost 
certain  to  be  a  major  factor  in  rural  poverty 
(or  wealth). 

New  income  to  rural  communities  nearly 
always  comes  first  to  the  farmers.  If  they 
are  underpaid,  the  whole  community 
suffers.  Essential  services  cannot  be  pro¬ 
vided  or  maintained.  Urban  alternatives 
become  more  attractive.  As  young  people, 
particularly,  migrate,  they  take  with  them 
the  "investment”  of  being  raised  to  a  pro¬ 
ductive  age,  including  often  a  specific  in¬ 
vestment  in  education  and  training. 

A  rough  parallel  exists  between  the  rural- 
urban  dilemma  and  the  rich/poor  nation 
trade  relationship.  Developed  nations  have 
often  been  in  a  position  to  skew  the  ex¬ 
changes  in  their  favor  through,  among 
others,  marketing  structures,  tariffs  and 
quotas,  and  immigration  policies. 

As  development  occurs,  as  farming 
becomes  a  relatively  smaller  segment  of  a 
total  economy,  as  farmers  buy  more  of 
their  crop  inputs,  and  depend  on  produce 
sales  for  their  livelihoods,  then  relative 
prices  become  even  more  important. 

Markets  for  farm  produce  are  notably 
unstable  —  weather  and  variable  supplies 
often  result  in  disproportionate  swings  in 
prices. 

Individual  farmers  have  rarely,  if  ever, 
been  in  a  position  to  set  the  prices  for  their 
produce,  especially  when  compared  to  sup¬ 
pliers  on  one  hand,  or  processors  on  the 
other.  Only  in  isolated  instances  have  they 
been  able  to  draw  together  enough  volun¬ 
tarily  to  be  able  to  influence  prices  signifi¬ 
cantly. 

Often,  nations  adopt  policies  to  keep 
farm  produce  prices  low,  in  an  attempt  to 
keep  food  prices  down.  Such  policies  sub¬ 
vert  any  attack  on  rural  poverty  in  either 
developed  or  developing  nations. 

"Food  for  people,  not  for  profit"  is  a 
popular  slogan  just  now,  but  the  record 
seems  fairly  clear  that  ample  supplies  of 
foodstuffs  generally  result  from  at  least  the 
possibility  of  profit  and/or  assurance 
against  disastrous  loss  to  the  producer 
(meaning  here  the  individuals  who  carry  the 
risk,  and  do  the  work). 

Such  is  the  substance  of  the  argument 
for  public  policies  aimed  at  modifying  the 
market  in  two  respects; 


(1)  to  assure  minimum  returns  to  farm 
producers,  adequate  to  cover  basic  costs 
of  production;  and 

(2)  £0  level  out  extreme  variations  in  sup¬ 
ply  and  price,  which  always  strike  hardest 
at  the  smallest  producers  and  the  poorest 
consumers. 

As  the  basic  farm  program  is  being 
renewed  by  Congress,  FCNL  is  supporting 
specific  measures: 

•  a  loan  level  (commodity  price  floor) 
adequate  to  cover  all  out-of-pocket  costs; 

•  a  target  price-deficiency  payment 
sufficient  to  allow  modest  wages  and  a 
minimum  profit  to  farmers,  and  modest 
rental  for  their  land; 

•  limitation  of  both  of  the  above  pay¬ 
ments  in  ways  to  favor  small  and  moderate 
sized  farm  operations; 


Persistent  poverty,  high  unemployment, 
and  inadequate  resource  protection  plague 
this  country's  poorest  people;  American  In¬ 
dians.  A  solid  economic  base  is  essential  to 
a  social  organization  such  as  a  tribe. 
Unemployment  figures  range  from  2%  to 
80%  on  reservations.  And,  Indians  continue 
to  lose  economic  resources. 

The  Federal-Indian  trust  relationship 
binds  the  government  to  furthering  tribal 
goals.  When  these  goals  include  economic 
development,  Indian  people  must  be  given 
control  over  three  economic  aspects; 

NATURAL  RESOURCES 

•  An  adequate  land  base  is  of  utmost 
importance  to  the  development  of  tribal 
economies.  Legislative  initiatives  are 
needed  to  establish  federal  recognition 
andlor  land  bases  for  all  Native  peoples  in 
the  US  (such  as  Native  Hawaiians),  a 
qualification  requirement  for  most  federal 
Indian  programs. 

•  The  Winters  Doctrine  court  decision 
gives  Indians  the  right  to  water  which 
crosses,  borders,  or  originates  on  reserva¬ 
tions  in  amounts  necessary  to  achieve  the 
highest  reasonable  development.  Yet, 
tribes  have  been  last  on  the  lists  of  public 
water  project  recipients  as  growing 
metropolitan  and  industrial  usage  siphons 
off  rivers  and  lowers  water  tables  at  alarm¬ 
ing  rates,  eliminating  agricultural  or  in¬ 
dustrial  development  possibilities  for  many 
tribes.  Sen.  Edward  Kennedy  MA  has  in¬ 
troduced  S  905  which  proposes  to  settle 
the  water  rights  of  the  five  Central  Arizona 
tribes.  Hearings  are  needed  which  would 
give  a  platform  for  the  five  tribes  to  agree 


•  exclusion  of  non-farm  corporations 
and  trusts  from  eligibility  for  program  pay¬ 
ments; 

•  creation  of  a  reserve  stock  of  grains, 
particularly  wheat  and  rice,  of  which  there 
are  currently  more  than  ample  supplies; 
farmers  would  be  encouraged  to  keep  grain 
on  their  farms,  through  a  long  term  loan 
contract,  with  storage  assistance  when 
prices  were  low,  and  with  the  loans  being 
subject  to  call  when  prices  rose  modestly 
above  a  "fair"  level. 

Write  for:  T-4,  Testimony  before  Senate 
Ag  Cmte,  Interreligious  Food  Task  Force 
Hunger  No  7  (Family  Farming  and  the 
Common  Good),  Hunger  No  8  (Grain 
Reserves),  and  Hunger  No.  9  (reforms 
Needed  in  Farm  and  Food  Policy)  FCNL 
works  closely  with  the  Food  Task  Force, 
and  our  staff  helped  prepare  these  reports 


or  disagree  with  the  settlement  method 
and  the  water  amounts  proposed. 

•  Questionable  federal  management/ 
protection  and  corporate  exploitation  of 
mineral  resources  within  Indian  country 
have  left  very  few  dollars  on  reservations. 
Legislative  initiatives  are  needed  to  ensure 
the  congruence  of  all  federal  departmental 
activities  related  to  development  of  non¬ 
renewable  resources  with  treaty  protection 
and  trust  responsibility. 

•  Indian  timber  provides  more  than  25% 
of  tribal  revenues  for  57  reservations.  One 
fourth  of  all  Indian  lands  are  forested,  but 
80%  of  Indian  lumber  is  processed  off- 
reservation.  Legislative  initiatives  are 
needed  to  change  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs'  role,  here  as  in  other  areas,  from 
managing  to  assisting  tribes. 

•  Fish  and  wildlife  resources  are  the 
economic  bases  of  many  tribes.  Various 
rights  to  fish  and  game  are  guaranteed  in 
many  treaties.  Even  so,  huge  sums  of 
money  continue  to  be  spent  by  tribes  and 
individuals  trying  to  protect  and  enforce 
these  rights.  Rep.  Lloyd  Meeds’  WA  H.J. 
Res.  1  would  create  a  commission  to 
“study  the  effects”  of  the  Boldt  and 
Belloni  decisions  upholding  Indian  fishing 
rights  in  the  Northwest.  Only  two  of  13 
members  on  the  commission  would  repre¬ 
sent  the  Indian  peoples.  H.J. Res.  206,  in¬ 
troduced  by  Rep.  John  Dingell  Ml,  would 
allow  state  regulation  of  the  time  and  man¬ 
ner  of  Indian  hunting  and  fishing  rights  off- 
reservation  “for  the  purpose  of  conserva¬ 
tion.  “ 

■  (continued  on  page  4) 
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Rural  Development  in  the  United  States 


Like  many  other  nations,  the  United 
States  lacks  a  coherent  rural  development 
policy.  The  difficulties  in  formulating  such  a 
policy  are  compounded  by  regional 
differences  within  the  US,  marketing  areas 
up  to  3,000  miles  wide,  lack  of  knowledge 
as  to  who  owns  the  land,  and  conflicting 
views  of  what  is  "rural." 

The  Situation 

Few  Jobs.  More  Americans  would  like  to 
live  in  rural  areas,  but  feel  the  job  situation 
is  too  precarious  for  them  to  make  the 
move. 

Those  who  do  live  there  (more  than  one 
fourth  of  the  total  US  population)  are 
largely  dependent  on  non-farm  activities 
for  their  livelihoods.  Less  than  1  5%  of  the 
rural  work  force  is  in  farming  —  and  many 
of  those  must  supplement  their  income  by 
working  in  local  industry  (or  at  a  local  mili¬ 
tary  base).  The  distribution  of  income  with¬ 
in  the  farming  community  is  reportedly 
more  unequal  than  in  any  other  sector  of 
US  life. 

Rural  industries  often  pay  inadequate 
wages,  so  those  they  employ  become  the 
working  poor. 

Inadequate  Services.  US  health  care 
systems,  educational  and  training  oppor¬ 
tunities,  housing,  and  transportation 
facilities  are  not  tailored  to  rural  com¬ 
munities. 

Little  Credit.  Commercial  banks  in  rural 
areas  tend  to  be  small  and  to  have  conser¬ 
vative  lending  policies.  Federally  sponsored 
credit  and  technical  assistance  programs 
have  not  been  adequate  to  meet  the  needs 
of  the  poor. 

Lack  of  Community  Organization.  In 
many  areas,  commercial  farmers  constitute 
the  only  organized  force.  In  other  localities, 
community  development  is  skewed  in  favor 
of  corporate  powers  and  absentee  inves¬ 
tors  who  control  land  or  other  important 
resources. 

No  Agreement  on  Land  Use.  Every  year 
two  million  acres  of  agricultural  land  are 
lost  to  urban  sprawl,  freeways,  airports, 
and  recreational  development.  In  some 
states  developers  have  turned  to  the 
Courts  to  force  reluctant  communities  to 
accept  shopping  centers  and  housing  pro¬ 
jects. 

The  725  million  acres  of  land  under 
Federal  control  are  subject  to  a  variety  of 
pressures  from  mining,  timber,  and  grazing 
interests. 

Wasteful  and  Disruptive  Production 
and  Marketing  Patterns.  School  lunches 
served  in  New  York  City  are  sometimes 
shipped  from  California.  Such  a  system 


wastes  energy,  according  to  the  Chairper¬ 
son  of  the  Nutrition  Program  at  Columbia 
University,  and  furthermore  "in  a  destitute 
city  surrounded  by  increasingly  hard- 
pressed  farmers"  it  is  not  "rational"  to 
"import"  produce  for  school  lunches  and 
"export"  jobs  required  to  handle  and  pro¬ 
cess  those  lunches. 

SOME  NECESSARY  STEPS 

Congress  should; 

•  Enact  a  National  Health  Care 
System  which  is  responsive  to  rural  as 
well  as  urban  needs.  This  fundamental 
issue  is  not  expected  to  be  tackled  until 
1978,  but  other  measures  aimed  at  nar¬ 
rowing  the  ruraLurban  gap  in  health  care 
quality  will  be  considered  this  year. 

Of  immediate  importance  is  a  bill  in¬ 
troduced  by  Sen.  Clark  lA  (S.  708)  and  Rep. 
Rostenkowski  IL  (H  R.  2504)  which  would 
extend  Medicare  reimbursement  to  rural 
health  clinics  staffed  by  nurse  practitioners 
and  physician's  assistants. 

•  Expand  vocational  education  and 
adopt  and  fund  inventive  nonconven- 
tional  education  programs  for  rural  peo¬ 
ple.  Efforts  to  provide  job  training  and 
employment  opportunities  should  also  be 
increased.  Some  job  training  funds  are 
made  available  to  rural  areas  under  the 
Comprehensive  Employment  and  Training 
Act  (CETA),  although  this  legislation  has 
principally  benefitted  metropolitan  areas.  A 
bill  authorizing  a  one-year  extension  of 
CETA  programs  at  expanded  levels  (H  R. 
2992)  has  passed  the  House  and  is  pend¬ 
ing  in  the  Senate. 

•  Strengthen  and  expand  rural  hous¬ 
ing  programs  of  the  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FmHA),  especially  those 
providing  funds  for  self-help  housing  and 
rehabilitation  of  existing  structures.  A 
bill  authorizing  a  three-year  extension  of 
FmHA  programs  has  been  introduced  by 
Sen.  Humphrey  MN  (S.  1 1  50)  and  Rep.  Au- 
Coin  OR  (H  R.  6235).  This  bill  would  con¬ 
centrate  more  FmHA  funds  on  low-income 
rural  people,  and  double  previous 
authorization  levels  for  home  repair  and 
self-help  housing.  Neither  the  Ford  nor  the 
Carter  Administration  included  funds  for 
self-help  housing  in  its  FY78  budget  pro¬ 
posals. 

•  Establish  a  Rural  or  Community 
Development  Bank  to  provide  technical 
assistance  and  credit  to  low-income 
cooperatives  and  small  businessmen. 

•  Guarantee  the  family  farmer  a 
minimum  return  on  his  labor.  This  could 
be  done  through  supplementary  payments 
in  times  of  low  prices  or  disasters.  Stabiliz¬ 


ing  the  operations  of  farmers  instead  of  the 
price  of  their  produce  would  benefit  con¬ 
sumers  and  might  encourage  more  diver¬ 
sified  and  nutritious  production. 

•  Allow  operators  of  small,  out-of- 
the-way,  uneconomic  farms  the  option 
of  turning  their  land  over  to  the  govern¬ 
ment  for  use  in  forests,  recreation  areas, 
etc.  The  government  might  help  them 
secure  land  at  a  more  suitable  location. 

•  Eliminate  tax  incentives  which  at¬ 
tract  absentee  investors  into  agriculture. 

•  Promote  small,  multi-crop  farms  by 
approving  the  Family  Farm  Anti-Trust 
Act,  introduced  by  Sen.  Abourezk  SD  (S. 
840)  and  Rep.  Kastenmeier  Wl  (H  R.  4351). 
This  legislation  would  restrict  activities  of 
non-farm  corporations  seeking  to  engage 
in  agricultural  production. 

•  Adopt  a  national  land-use  planning 
bill  to  provide  funds  for  state  planning 
agencies  and  to  require  coordination  of 
Federal  actions  affecting  land  use.  Such 
a  bill  has  been  passed  by  the  Senate  twice 
in  recent  years,  but  has  been  blocked  with¬ 
in  the  House  Interior  Committee.  The  bill's 
sponsors.  Rep.  Udall  AZ  and  Sen.  Jackson 
WA,  are  planning  to  reintroduce  it. 

A  new  land-use  initiative  by  Rep. 
Jeffords  VT  (H  R.  4569)  would  establish  an 
Agricultural  Land  Review  Commission  to 
identify  prime  agricultural  land  and  to  ex¬ 
plore  ways  by  which  the  Federal  govern¬ 
ment  can  assist  states  in  retaining  land  for 
agricultural  uses. 


DEVELOPMENT  ABROAD 

Your  Representatives  and  Senators 
have  begun  consideration  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministration's  budget  requests  for 
development  assistance  programs, 
and  will  be  casting  key  votes  on  these 
issues  in  the  comming  weeks.  Letters 
and  phone  calls  in  support  of  ex¬ 
panded  aid  programs  continue  to  be 
needed. 

Constituent  support  for  US  con¬ 
tributions  to  the  international  develop¬ 
ment  banks  helped  assure  House  ap¬ 
proval  of  authorizing  legislation  on 
April  6;  a  Senate  vote  is  expected  by 
early  May.  A  bill  authorizing  funds  for 
US  bilateral  aid  programs  and  con¬ 
tributions  to  UN  organizations  may 
also  come  to  a  vote  during  early  May  in 
both  houses  of  Congress.  Considera¬ 
tion  of  appropriations  bills  will  follow 
during  the  summer.  Opposition  will  be 
based  in  part  on  fears  of  creating  com¬ 
petition  for  US  farmers  and  manufac¬ 
turers. 
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nullified  a  25-year-old  military  treaty  with 
the  US;  but  this  action  may  in  part  be  due 
to  disagreements  over  the  proposed  sale  of 
nuclear  technology  to  Brazil  by  Germany,  a 
sale  the  US  has  vigorously  opposed. 

There  are  signs  that  as  a  result  of  the 
strong  diplomatic  criticism  from 
authoritarian  governments  of  the  right  and 
left,  the  Carter  Administration  is  rethinking 
its  human  rights  policies.  Your  letters  and 
statements  of  encouragement  to  him 
and  members  of  his  Administration  will 
reinforce  a  forthright  position. 

On  the  minus  side:  •  The  Carter  Ad¬ 
ministration  is  requesting  increases  in  mili¬ 
tary  aid  to  several  repressive  governments 
In  FY77  South  Korea  is  scheduled  to 
receive  $158  1  million  in  US  military  aid. 
Carter  is  requesting  $280.4  million  in 
FY78,  a  77  0  increase.  In  FY77  Indonesia 
will  receive  $41  million  in  US  military  aid; 
Carter  is  requesting  $58.1  million  in  FY78, 


•  Carter,  arguing  for  flexibility,  opposed 
a  mandatory  position  on  US  votes  in  inter¬ 
national  lending  agencies.  The  Administra¬ 
tion  bill  would  allow  US  representatives  to 
vote  for  loans  to  countries  consistently  and 
grossly  violating  human  rights,  even  when 
the  loan  does  not  directly  meet  human 
needs. 

Fortunately,  the  House  rejected  Carter’s 
position  on  April  6  and  by  voice  vote  added 
a  mandatory  provision  sponsored  by  Her¬ 
man  Badillo  NY.  This  was  similar  to  the 
amendment  added  to  two  of  six  interna¬ 
tional  financial  institutions  by  Tom  Harkin 
lA  in  1976.  FCNL  strongly  supported  the 
Badillo-Harkin  proposal. 

A  consistent  and  credible  US  policy  on 
human  rights  should  support  non-violent 
dissidents  in  countries  with  repressive 
governments  militarily  allied  to  the  US,  as 
well  as  those  in  the  USSR  —  and  should 
also  support  economic  justice  for  the  dis¬ 
advantaged  at  home  and  abroad. 


(continued  from  page  2) 

MONEY 

There  is  a  shortage  of  capital  available 
to  tribes.  Funds  provided  by  the  Economic 
Development  Administration  and  other  US 
agencies  have  been  inadequate. 

Most  Indian  individuals  must  pay  state 
and  Federal  income  taxes.  In  spite  of 
Federal  recognition  of  their  governmental 
status,  tribes  are  subject  to  Federal  taxes 
from  which  state  and  local  governments 
are  exempt.  Rep.  A!  UHman  OR  has  in¬ 
troduced  HR.  4089  to  extend  the  same 
Federal  tax  exemptions  and  general  tax 
treatment  to  recognized  Indian  tribes  as  are 
applicable  to  other  governmental  units. 

TECHNICAL  ASSISTANCE 

Proper  tools  for  development  are 
needed  to  assure  efficient  and  beneficial 
economic  growth.  Sen.  Milton  Young  AL, 
and  Rep.  Richard  Nolan  MN  introduced  bills 
(S.  1119;  HR.  5644)  which  would  allow 


a  42  0  increase. 

In  a  mirror-image  statement  which  could 
have  come  from  Soviet  leaders  defending 
their  treatment  of  dissidents.  Sec.  Vance,  in 
support  of  US  military  aid  to  repressive 
governments,  told  a  House  Appropriations 
Subcommittee  Feb.  24  that  "we  must  bal¬ 
ance  a  political  concern  for  human  rights 
against  economic  and  security  goals." 


On  April  7  Pres.  Carter  announced  an 
embargo  on  use  and  export  of 
plutonium  as  a  fuel,  an  action  which 
may  help  to  prevent  the  use  of 
plutonium  for  making  atomic  bombs, 
and  a  step  supported  by  the  Disarma¬ 
ment  Working  Group  of  the  Coalition 
for  a  New  Foreign  and  Military  Policy 
(of  which  FCNL  is  an  active  member). 
Letters  approving  the  plutonium  em¬ 
bargo  should  be  sent  to  the  President. 


Rep.  George  Brown  CA  and  61  co¬ 
sponsors  have  introduced  a  bill  (H.R. 
786)  to  amend  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  so  that  advertising  for  alcoholic 
beverages  would  not  be  a  deductible 
business  expense.  In  1974  the 
alcoholic  beverage  industry  spent 
nearly  $310  million  on  ads  aimed 
largely  at  the  youth  market.  The  US 
government  spent  around  $313 
million  in  1976  to  combat  and  treat 
alcoholism  and  alcohol  abuse. 

Ask  your  Representative  to  co¬ 
sponsor  this  bill  and  to  push  for  hear¬ 
ings  on  this  concern.  Ask  your  Sena¬ 
tors  to  initiate  or  sponsor  a  parallel 
move  in  the  Senate. 

Rep.  Brown's  introductory  remarks 
make  an  excellent  education  tool.  Ask 
for  FCNL’s  reprint,  G-22. 
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flexibility  in  Federal  food  programs,  includ¬ 
ing  technical  support  for  tribal  administra¬ 
tion  of  food  stamp  and  commodity  pro¬ 
grams.  S.  857-860  (Sen.  Daniel  Inouye  HD 
and  HR.  4878-4881  (Rep.  Daniel  Akaka 
HI)  are  companion  bills  to  include  Native 
Hawaiians  in  the  following  programs:  In¬ 
dian  Education  Act,  CETA,  Self  Determina¬ 
tion  and  Education  Assistance  Act,  and  the 
Indian  Financing  Act  of  19  74. 


Write  for:  FCNL  Testimony  before  the 
House  and  Senate  Appropriations  Cmtes 
on  IHCIA  and  lAT  (T-7),  Background  to  the 
Issues  on  Indian  Child  Welfare  (G-4 
revised),  and  Native  American  Legislative 
Staff  Directory  (G-23) _ 


THE  FRIENDS  COMMITTEE  ON  NATIONAL 
LEGISLATION  includes  Friends  appointed 
by  22  Friends  Yearly  Meetings  and  by  1  5 
other  Friends'  organizations  in  the  United 
States  Expressions  of  views  in  the  FCNL 
I — WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER  arc  guided 
by  the  Statement  of  Policy  prepared  and 
approved  by  the  Committee  Seeking  to 
follow  the  leadings  of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL 
speaks  for  itself  and  for  like-minded 
Friends  No  organization  can  speak  offi¬ 
cially  for  the  Religious  Society  of  Friends 
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Contributors  to  this  issue  include:  Edward 
Snyder.  Frances  Neely,  Don  Reeves,  Phil 
Shenk.  Ruth  Anderson,  Stephen  McNeil,  Bill 
Guthe.  245  Second  St.,  N  E.,  Washington, 
D  C  20002  Subscription  price  $10  per 
year.  Published  monthly  except  August. 


NATIONAL  ENERGY  POLICY 

On  April  20,  1977,  Pres.  Carter  went 
before  a  joint  session  of  the  US  Con¬ 
gress  and  laid  out  a  highly  technical 
and  complex  national  energy  policy 
proposal.  Write  for  G-26,  FCNL  staff 
response  to  this  proposal. 
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